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RUSSIANS AGREE TO TALKS
ON CURBING MISSILE RACE,

[——

dent Says Parly
Will Open in Moscow
—Discloses Letter

Pres|

Pranscrivt of news conference
Lo ds printed on Puge 14.

! "By JOHN W. FINNEY
. Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, March 21‘l
~_President Johnson :nmounccd\
foday that Premicr Alcksei Ny
Kosygin had agrecd to discus-
sions between the United States
and the Soviet Union on limit-
ing the arms race in both of-
fensive and defensive nuclear
missiles.
_The agreement was announced
by ‘the President at a brief,
impromptu news conference
outside his White House office.
The President disclosed that
he.wrote to the Soviet Premicr
on .Jan., 27 suggesting meas-
ures to limit the missile arms
race, which could otherwise be
accelerated as a result of
Soviet decision to deploy an
antimissile defense system

®

iStates until it was

_The President said his Jan.27 -
letter had been prompted large-
1y by a desire.to see if it would
be possible to reach a missile

limitation agreement  belore
making a  “final decision”
whether the  United

should start deploying
defense system.

““We,-would like to have some
sure  we
couldn’'t get an agreement be-
fore we made a very basic de-
was far-reaching,
comprchensive and one on which
we could not turn back,” he

discussions and he

cision that

said, [Question 7.]

The coming discussions are
an outgrowth of overtures made

by President Johnson in Janu-

ary in his State of the Union
message for ‘Someé limitdtion on
the arms race. At .that time|

the Administration let it be
known that it was deferring de-
ployment. of ‘an. antiballjstic
missile system "in the United
determined
whether an agreement conld be
rcached with the Soviet Union
to limit the accelerating mis-
sile race.

The Soviet Union has de-
ployed a limited missile defensg
system around Moscow, and
‘there are conflicting intelligency
‘ cports on whether similar mis

around Moscow and perhaps
other Soviet cities.

Tn reply, the President said,
Premier Kosygin  “confirmed
the willingness of the Soviet
Government Lo discuss means
of limiting the arms race in
offensive and defensive nuclear
missiles.”

Talks to Start in Moscow

The discussions will begin
in Moscow, with Anmbassador
Liewellyn . Thompson repre-
sentating  the United States
While no date has been set, the
President cxpressed hope the
discussions. could begin at the
“earliest possible” time. [Ques-
tion} 5, Page 14.] 4
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T
'sile defenses are being dcp}oygc
ausc of thi

ilin other arcas. Becaust ]
i.Soviet move, the Administratior
tiis under military as wecll &l

: political pressurc to authorize

i deployment of the Nike X mis

sile defense system,
pbeen kept in the re
development stage. )

| While the Administratio
! tended to em
i for a United
ratorium on de
pallistic missiles,
made to Moscow,
Administration
much bro:xdert_ an A
sible limitations on o
ggsweﬁ as defensive missile

n ha

\OFFENSIVE AND DEFENSIVE

Partial ‘Freeze’ Discounted

From the start, according to
officials here, it was realized
that it would be politically and
militarily impractical to talk
only in terms of a “frecze” on

Stales defonsive missiles because of
a missile the interdependent relationship

‘hetween offensive and defensive
‘missiles in any military bal-
ance of power.

Thus, it was argued, the So-
viet Union would not be inter-
ested in any halt on defensive
missiles unless there was also
some reciprocal limitation on
sffensive missiles, in which the
United States has a 3-to-1 nu-
merical advantage.

This appraisal of the probable
Soviet reaction was confirmed]
when Premicr Kosygin, on his
trip to Britain last month, sug-
gested that the basic problem
was that of some control over
offensive  missiles, which he
suggested were more objection-
able than defensive missiles
since they were designed to kill
rather than save lives.

In cffecet, according to offi-
cials, the United States is re-
viving a proposal, first made
before the Geneva disarmament
conferenee in January, 1964, for
“a freeze” on the numbers and
characteristics of offensive and
defensive strategic nuclear de-
livery vehicles. This is a term
broad enough Lo encompass de-
fensive missiles as well as stra-
tegic missiles and bombers.
Until now, the Soviet Union
has expressed no interest at the

Geneva confcrence in the Amer-
icdn. “freeze”.. proposal, which!
President Johnson has sug-|
gested could be followed by a
reduction in the number of de-
livery vehicles. But the Kosygin
letter was interpreted by Ad-
ministration officials as an in-
dication of a changing Sovict
attitude.

“ Behind this apparent shift,
United States officials helieve,
are basic cconomic pressures on
the Kremlin leaders. It is be-
lieved these leaders arc becom-
ing caught betwcen the “rising
expectations” of the Sovict peo-
ple for more consunmer geods
and the growing burden of a
big defense-space program;]
bhorne by an economy only half
as large as that of the United!
States, |

For primarily cconomic rea-!
somns, thercfore, it is presumed
the Soviet leaders are no more
eager than their American
counter-parts to embark on a
massive missile defense system
that would cost the equivalent
of tens of billions of dollars,
provoke an offsctting increase
in offensive missiles, and in the
end result in no basic change
in the military balance of
power.

_\Vhi}e cncouraged by the So-
viet agreement to talks, United
States officials emphasized that
the two sides were still in “the
most preliminary state of en-
gagement” on a roost complex
subject dircctly involving, as

which has
search and

s

phasizc ils desire
States-Soviet mo-
ployment of anti-
the proposal
according to
i was

ffensive

past arms controls measure
have not, the military security
of the two nations. i
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